grEgOr FEINDt, FÉlIX KraWatZEK, DaNIEla MEhlEr, FrIEDEMaNN PEStEl, aND rIEKE trIMÇEv aBStraCt this essay takes up the call for a "third phase" in memory studies and makes theoretical and methodological suggestions for its further development. Starting from an understanding of memory that centers on memory's temporality, its relation to language, and its quality as a social action, the essay puts forward the concept of "entangled memory." On a theoretical level, it brings to the fore the entangledness of acts of remembering. In a synchronic perspective, memory's entangledness is presented as twofold. Every act of remembering inscribes an individual in multiple social frames. this polyphony entails the simultaneous existence of concurrent interpretations of the past. In a diachronic perspective, memory is entangled in the dynamic relation between single acts of remembering and changing mnemonic patterns. Memory scholars therefore uncover boundless crossreferential configurations. Wishing to enhance the dialogue between the theoretical and the empirical parts of memory studies, we propose four devices that serve as a heuristic in the study of memory's entanglement: chronology against time, conflict, generations, and self-reflexivity. Current debates on European memory permit us to explore the possible benefits that the concept of entangled memory carries for memory studies.
Memory studies have entered a critical moment. the successive consolidation and professionalization of the discipline as well as the multiplication of empirical explorations have contributed significantly to an increased understanding of processes of remembering, their political salience, and challenges, particularly during moments of change. Coining this the "third phase" of memory studies, some critical voices have also emerged to rightly warn us about the risks of memory studies turning into an additive empirical exercise without much theoretical improvement.
of how a given group remembers a certain event. 5 Early commentators on Nora's magnum opus had already emphasized that such enquiries are in danger of treating social groups as essential and static entities. 6 Moreover, the prominent theoretical approaches by Jan and aleida assmann, which develop the link between collective memory and group identity, 7 have been read in a way that contributed further to deriving memory from pre-existing groups. 8 although social theorists have emphasized the transcultural dimension of memory, the pernicious stress on unity and homogeneity has not yet been eliminated. It is intuitive to assume independent units of analysis, without paying ample attention to mutual dependence and communication between cases, the "travelling" of narratives, 9 forms, and practices. 10 Even comparative studies have not yet succeeded in overcoming the misleading heuristic of unity and homogeneity, although they have acknowledged the problem in theory. 11 related to this first criticism, a second flaw is attributed to the treatment of memory as a tangible phenomenon. In line with everyday associations evoked by the term "memory," a prevailing number of empirical studies start from an artifact that is taken to be the embodiment of memory. Numerous contributions take such artifacts as memorials, museums, or novels to be manifestations of memory.
12
It goes without saying that there is nothing wrong with studying memorials. But, as Olick has pointed out, the postulate that "memory is a thing" is often accompanied by the idea that "collective memory . . . represents or mirrors a prerepresentional past." 13 One starts to encounter epistemological difficulties if one takes the study of memory to serve as an access point to allegedly real 11. a notable exception is the project on Polish-german lieux de mémoire that takes both "parallel" and "shared" constellations into account. See hahn and traba, eds., Deutsch-Polnische Erinnerungsorte.
12. this tendency was already prominent in Nora's original collection of French realms of memory, but has been exploited further. Witold Molik, "Das Denkmal der armee 'Poznań' als regionaler und gesamtpolitischer Erinnerungsort," in Gedächtnisorte in Osteuropa, ed. r. Jaworski, J. Kusber, and l. Steindorff 13. Olick, The Politics of Regret, 89. events 14 rather than as interpretations of a past. thus the dialogue between theoretical work and empirical studies has room for improvement as the current situation leaves the latter unable to employ the suggestions of the former.
In light of the identified problems, this article makes the following four contributions. First, we suggest an inductive approach that starts from the actors' interpretations rather than from artifacts of memory. Second, this shift in perspective permits going beyond an a priori setting of commemorating groups. On the contrary, we stress the entangledness of memory, that is, its (inter-) relational character. third, the inductive procedure provides an instrument to stimulate the self-reflexivity of memory scholars with regard to their involvement in the construction of memory. 15 Eventually, the analysis of entanglements, the study of cross-references in acts of remembering, leads to mnemography, a dialogical practice between theory and empirical research.
this article proceeds in three steps. the first section sharpens the perspective on memory and points toward its genuine entangledness. the second section marks off the concept of entangled memory, explicating its dynamic and plural features. Entangledness is identified as being constitutive of memory, and the analysis of entanglements as a promising procedure for investigations in memory research. the third section suggests some methodological tools for analyzing entanglements in their synchronic and diachronic dimensions by taking the paradigmatic case of European memory as an example.
I. a CONCEPt OF MEMOry the first part of this essay articulates the concept of memory that underpins the overall argument. Carving out three conceptual bonds that have accompanied the notion of memory since the beginning of the last century, it defines memory in its relation to a perception of time, an idea of language, and a concept of action.
Memory and Time
the increasing importance of memory studies since the 1980s has amplified and widened the explanatory claims of this area of research. It seems intuitive to assume a significant overlap of memory and knowledge 16 16. Jan assmann had already formulated a strong parallel between memory and knowledge in an early definition of his concept of cultural memory, "Kollektives gedächtnis und kulturelle Identität," 9. later definitions sharpened the concept and weakened this parallel. today, the distinction between memory and knowledge becomes especially fluid in those contributions that take up the notion of memory as it is formulated in psychology or neurosciences; see, for instance, harald Welzer, "Was ist das autobiographische gedächtnis, und wie entsteht es?," such broad approaches lean toward a detemporalized understanding, we argue that entangled memories are best understood if the concept retains a strong link to a constructivist conception of the past, which it had first acquired in Maurice halbwachs's critique of henri Bergson's temporal ontology. 18 as a genuinely temporal concept, memory plays the role of distinguishing between past and present. In the following, memory refers to acts of mental representation in which signs bring something absent to the fore of consciousness. 19 acts of remembering differ from other acts of mental representation in that they denote the absent as past. 20 It is common ground that far from constituting an objective reality; the past, in its "ontic absence . . . in itself" 21 essentially emerges from present ascriptions with their respective contemporary conditions of knowledge-production and usages of the past. 22 as long as acts of mental representation do not also carry this irretrievable moment of temporal distance, they operate in the sphere of experience that memory constitutively builds upon. yet different from experiences, memories are those acts of mental representation by which individuals locate themselves in time and distinguish themselves from the past-a "present past," to use the words of reinhart Koselleck. 23 It is also Koselleck who reminds us that this temporal shift sets up a changeable relation between present and past as all interpretations are superposed and altered by newer interpretations. a constructivist conception of the past also applies to the temporal counterpart, the future. as "future present," or even as "future past," it genuinely contains projections from the present. the present thus forms itself in the junction between the space of experience and the complementary horizon of expectation.
25
In this constellation, present and future are linked in a probabilistic relation that Koselleck has coined "bundles of possibility." 26 these insights help to apprehend how all tempora of memory underlie a process of continuous historicization. they can be converted into each other via present ascriptions.
27

Languages of Memory
Whenever an absent reality is represented as past, it is placed in a distinct, yet mutable relation to other representations. In this relational configuration, memories prove constitutive of meaning. 28 Memory studies have acknowledged this productive quality ever since Jan assmann based his theoretical works on Peter l. Berger's and thomas luckmann's social constructivism. 29 the condition of possibility of memory's constructive character is its close link to language, also previously formulated by halbwachs in 1925.
30 the subsequent section on "memory's entangledness" will explore this insight by applying a concept of language that is in debt to ludwig Wittgenstein's Philosophical Investigations. languages comprise manifold rules and customary patterns for the use of their signs. these determine how linguistic signs are to be used meaningfully and how they create meaning in turn. these signs neither stand in a static or fixed relationship to one another, nor do they form a coherent whole. In consequence, every utterance will present relations of analogy to different prior utterances, instead of being the identical iteration of one specific pattern of language use. thereby language rules allow for continuity of meaning. 31 acts of remembering correspond to speech acts in that the former, too, create meaning through the analogical compliance with existing rules. however, not all speech acts are also acts of remembering. Even if rules always relate an utterance to a prior utterance, only those acts for which the attribution as past is constitutive can be qualified as memory. 33 the emphasis on the linguistic embeddedness of memory does not mean that only written texts or utterances qualify as memory. as a model, the notion of language equally illuminates mnemonic qualities of artistic or performative practices. Just like utterances, these practices constitute meaning by analogical compliance with rules or wider patterns of use and therefore constitute languages of memory.
34
Acts of Remembering the patterns of preceding interpretations of the past, which allow for a continuity of meaning, place every individual interpretation of the past in a social context. In accordance with Wittgenstein's "private language argument," 35 we assume that "[a]n 'inner process' stands in need of outward criteria." 36 Continuous meaning emerges where rules or patterns provide a social reference point for comparison and lead to their coherent application. It is widely acknowledged that acts of remembering, drawing upon halbwachs, constitute faits sociaux.
37 thus ensues the genuine social nature of memory without implying either the existence of a collective subject or of a cognitive core, 38 although social frames of remembering remain dependent on individual consciousness as its carrier. If memory refers to the relation between individual and collective memory, it is essential to avoid overemphasizing an alleged polarization between the two. the analogy between social facts and memory acknowledges the coercive power of memory upon the individual without neglecting the productive dimension of memory as mentioned above.
Inasmuch as every interpretation of the past reiterates or distinguishes itself from social rules and patterns, it presents itself as an act of remembering. 37. In declaring memory a fait social, halbwachs shifted the emphasis for the study of memory toward memory's social embeddedness and its specific social reality. Building upon Durkheim's principle of association, memory is furthermore not simply the sum of its individual components since "the group is differently constituted than the individual. the lively commemorating gesture in the presence of other human beings, the expression "act of remembering" points to a specific quality of any mental representation of the past. this quality of memory as a social action is therefore less illuminated by the accompanying bodily expressions of an interpretation, than by its relation to the languages of memory that constitute its context.
II. MEMOry'S ENtaNglEDNESS
In the following section we suggest a theoretical frame that distinguishes between different analytical perspectives. We will demonstrate that acts of remembering are heterogeneous, dynamic, and therefore genuinely entangled.
The Mnemonic Signifier
Just like other faits sociaux, acts of remembering undergo processes of objectification and thus gain independence from the particular temporal and spatial context from which they stem. among others, Jeffrey K. Olick has emphasized the need to perceive of these objectifications without reifying memory.
39 Insofar as acts of remembering are a phenomenon of discourse, their objectifications are a semiotic phenomenon. We therefore suggest designating these objectifications as mnemonic signifiers, which can refer to any socially relevant figuration of memory. 40 For instance, studying the entangled memories of Versailles, and therefore understanding Versailles as a mnemonic signifier, permits going beyond an analysis of louis XIv's castle as a simple building and the changes in its architectural composition over time. rather, its symbolic character comes to the fore. at different points in time, Versailles could be a metaphor for French absolutism, american independence, or german defeat in the First World War, all based on the attribution as past. Evidently, its physical substance lacks any relevance a priori in this research setting. the meaning of Versailles unfolds only in considering the context of concrete acts of remembering. 41 Different interpretations, distant in time and space respectively, of the same mnemonic signifier ascribe changing meanings to it. By virtue of this, a mnemonic signifier forms the intersection of different mnemonic signifieds. Insofar as the mnemonic signifier enables relating different interpretations, it provides access to the discourse of memory, its comprehensibility and social scope. Memory studies must go beyond writing factual histories of mnemonic signifiers in favor of extending their investigations to the history of interpretations or, as we suggest calling it henceforth, mnemography.
Memory's Plurality
Departing from single acts of remembering, an investigation of memory can recover one of the central potentials of halbwachs's writings, which has not yet 39 been fully exploited, namely the plurality of memory at any given moment: 42 "[J]ust as people are members of many different groups at the same time, so the memory of the same fact can be placed within many frameworks, which result from distinct collective memories." 43 this quotation points to the first of two modes of memory's plurality. acts of remembering insert an actor into different social frames, for instance, class, religion, family, or academia. as Csáky develops in reference to Mikhail Bakhtin, all interpretations of the past are themselves polyphonic. 44 Developing the idea of languages of memory, meaning is created through simultaneous analogies to different utterances and not by identical iterations of one prior utterance. Similarly, acts of remembering stand in an analogical relation to different conventionalized patterns of interpretation. 45 thus acts of remembering convey an actor's simultaneous belonging to different social frames. 46 Memory's plurality, however, is not expressed solely in the polyphony of single acts of remembering; as its second and related mode, we suggest studying the plurality of competing acts of remembering.
If memory is understood as a plural phenomenon, its presumed unity reveals itself as a "pernicious postulate." 47 On the contrary, a mnemonic signifier is the juncture of concurrent interpretations with an unlimited variety of possible constellations. In this discursive field of plurality, the actors' struggles for visibility and recognition organize and diminish the variety and influence of other interpretations. In these moments of conflict, the heterogeneous character of memory comes most visibly to the foreground. Indeed, competing interpretations are not equally visible at different moments in time. though unsuccessful interpretations are constitutive for the space of possibility, they become hard to notice beyond situations of contestation. thus, when the contested field of memory has been narrowed through hegemonic closure, interpretations no longer need to display their social reference points. Dominant interpretations tend to eradicate their signs of being an action.
Since memory scholars wish to understand the meaning of an actor's intervention in the field of memory, subject positions are of primary hermeneutic value. the analysis of subject positions includes their localization in time and space, their self-conceptions and normative attitudes, as well as their material and sym-42. halbwachs concludes his earlier work on the social frameworks of memory by stating similarly: "the individual calls recollections to mind by relying on the frameworks of social memory. In other words, the various groups that compose society are capable at every moment of reconstructing their past. But, as we have seen, they most frequently distort that past in the act of reconstructing it." halbwachs, On Collective Memory, 182. this puts his in sharp contrast to other notions of memory that were discussed around the turn of the twentieth century; see Félix Krawatzek and rieke trimçev, "Eine Kritik des gedächtnisbegriffes als soziale Kategorie," Jahrbuch für Politik bolic resources. they permit scrutinizing social structures or cultural patterns that suggest specific expectations of social appropriateness that have to be met by actors of memory. their analysis helps in understanding the conflictual and productive dimension of memory: on the one hand, actors compete against one another about their discursive positions; on the other hand, their interpretations are transmitted to following generations. Combined attention to both modes of memory's plurality can avoid a onedimensional approach to actors of memory, which promisingly links memory studies to current debates in social theory. Following Ernesto laclau and Chantal Mouffe, actors can speak from only one of the subject positions that every single act of remembering implies.
48 as a remembering individual assumes different subject positions at a given moment, the category of actor itself serves as an analytical instrument. Only on this level can it fill the gulf between constructivist voices in memory theory and the pitfall of factual history characterizing much of empirical research.
Memory's Dynamics
as astrid Erll has recently pointed out: "[m]emories do not hold still-on the contrary, they seem to be constituted first of all through movement." 49 In other words, interpretations of mnemonic signifiers are also variable over time. Erll invites us to pay more attention to "the 'travels' of memory," its carriers, media, contents, practices, and forms. "[t]he reconstruction of its routes," 50 though, would justly require insights into the interplay of these dimensions, an interplay that Erll stays relatively silent about. the following suggestions on diachronic mnemonic entanglements take up the debate at precisely that point.
In virtue of their coercive and preserving power as well as their enabling and renewing potential, discursive structures in the field of memory are constantly being reshaped. the relationship between structures and acts translates into the relationship between the single act of remembering and the social frame, which contains one of the most promising insights that can be developed from memory studies. 52. this property of memory is shared by the coercive power that social facts exercise, which depends upon the punishment that is related to its violation. Durkheim, "the rules of Sociological Method," 68.
53. this is to be understood in the aforementioned wide sense including, for example, monuments, widely used textbooks, regularly rebroadcast tv programs. frame, sanctions may be observed. 54 In a process of negotiation, deviations from existing rules of memory can lead to an evolution of mnemonic frames and the composition of the respective social group.
One of the current challenges for memory studies is certainly the dissolution of the classical frame of memory, the nation-state, which is highlighted by the turn toward non-and transnational frames, as debates on European or global memory illustrate. although it is common ground to acknowledge this development as such, assessment of its implications has yet to reach a consensus. a first scenario presents the emerging reconfiguration of mnemonic frames as a synthesis of previous ones, 55 whereas a second scenario emphasizes the "multidirectional" character of memory. It sees this new frame as one of many complementary possibilities, without necessarily substituting for the previous ones.
56 Such older patterns may stay unchanged, but only if they are continuously re-enacted. Diachronically evolving interpretations of one mnemonic signifier compete against one another just as synchronically conflicting interpretations do. Entanglements therefore emphasize the interactions among different patterns of interpretation related to one mnemonic signifier.
a further occurrence of diachronic entanglements consists in the impact of interpretations of different, previously institutionalized, mnemonic signifiers. a present-day experience is thus shaped by mnemonic patterns even before it is itself understood as past. this becomes clearest when one thinks about current experiences of everyday life. Even though they are not interpreted as past, sense is made of them with reference to mnemonic appropriations of the past. Investigations of memory may increase their explanatory potential by studying former memories based on experiences as "interpreting appropriations of lived reality." 57 the following chart presents a schematic overview of the idea of entangled memory. It goes without saying that this two-dimensional illustration cannot entirely do justice to the complexity of the phenomenon. the analysis of an act of remembering (knot a) can be differentiated into a synchronic and a diachronic dimension. Different and even competing synchronic patterns of interpretation shape the interpretations of the mnemonic signifier. these synchronic patterns (B1) guide and limit possible interpretations by referring to specifically mnemonic patterns, or to general patterns of interpretation. the latter are those that do not satisfy the criterion of "as past," such as political ideologies, religious doctrines, or judicial norm systems. a similar twofold modality characterizes the diachronic dimension of the acts of remembering (B2): on the one hand, they iterate interpretations of the same mnemonic signifier from different points in time. On the other hand, this signifier may also be related to earlier mnemonic signifiers, and establish continuity with preceding interpretations. Every act of remembering stands simultaneously in a relation of either iteration or alteration to several of these diachronic patterns. the first case, referring to alterations of patterns of interpretation concerning mnemonic signifiers, is of particular importance, as these alterations are the vehicle of change in the sequence of interpretations of the past.
Summarizing the twofold quality of memory as being plural and dynamic, single acts of remembering are to be understood as being entangled. the concept of entangled memory refers to the genuine entangledness of interpretations and actors, illustrated by the different branches in the figure. this insight calls for the analysis of detectable entanglements, taking into account multiple perspectives, asymmetries, and cross-referential mnemonic practices. 58 Entangled memory therefore integrates insights from comparative historical research, the study of cultural transfers, and especially histoire croisée as initially formulated by Michael Werner and Bénédicte Zimmermann. 59 responding to the demand for an inductive process-relational research approach, we propose an analysis that does not rely on categories established a priori, but centers on the categories used by the actors themselves. therefore the differentiation between synchronic and diachronic dimensions, as mentioned above, is merely a heuristic device. It would be misleading to understand these perspectives as separated. Much to the contrary, diffusions across time and space are constitutive for entangled memory. Bringing them to the forefront will deepen our understanding of the construction of memory as encountered in the public realm. 
III. MEMOry'S ENtaNglEMENtS
having developed memory's entangledness as a first dimension of entangled memory, the following section works out its second dimension, memory's entanglements. We will discuss four heuristic devices that help tackle the interactions between acts of remembering in space and time. Consequently, we shift from a theoretical to a research-oriented perspective. Finally, the concept of entangled memory will be exemplified drawing on contemporary academic debates on European memory in order to prove its potential for memory studies.
Access to Memory
Memory is always bound in its own temporal context, which is the present. this insight can likewise be applied to memory researchers and their access to memory, as researchers are actors of memory. thereby memory studies operate in the "fusion of horizons" between past and present-day experience, which for hans-georg gadamer marks the possibility of understanding.
60 reflecting upon the recent scholarly interest in European memory, it is obvious that contemporary political concerns make this topic meaningful. For instance, Małgorzata Pakier and Bo Stråth have pointed to the rejected proposal of a European constitution as one motivation for their investigation. 61 though we admit that the present is significant to the hermeneutical process, the question of how it shapes the historical analysis remains to be explored.
Contrary to the historical process of layering interpretations, mnemography suggests an inversion of temporal relations: as research questions are drawn from the present, the diachronic depth unfolds from the most recent interpretation as past. Departing from this contemporary point of access, and following its references to other mnemonic voices, the identification of older interpretations follows a chronology against time. however, this principle in turn proceeds forward: the reconstruction of a mnemonic signifier calls for tracing subsequent mnemonic interpretations in time. this reconstructive analysis explains how certain interpretations became dominant against others, and demonstrates how later interpretations reappropriate earlier ones anew. this inverted process establishes continuity between two temporal poles-the earliest and the most recent interpretation-and those in between.
as the point of access is not arbitrary, the earlier distinction between experience and memory is merely relational. the translation of experiences into memory implies a change of temporality from present to past, which corresponds to a shift in attribution from as present to as past. Consequently, the appropriation of the present shifts over time to new interpretations in new presents. as memory research scrutinizes the layering of experiences and memories, this temporal transformation calls for consideration in scholarly work. Even though memory studies often rightly point to their temporal context of origin, this point of access needs further reflection, as it shapes the analysis throughout the investigation. Integrating this relational position of researchers will not overcome the situational constraint of research, but will enable the analysis to deepen its understanding of how memory is constructed.
From Plurality to Mnemonic Conflicts
having recognized that memory scholars establish continuity and discontinuity between different interpretations, we now explore how the polyphonic constellation of actors in time is represented in memory scholarship. We do this by conceptualizing conflict as an analytical tool for memory research.
Europe, characterized "by its cultural differences, contradictions, multilingualism . . . which develop into an equivocal and polyphonic memory," constitutes a preeminent terrain for researching plurality. 62 In general, two understandings of the conflictual character of European memory can be distinguished. In the first understanding, European memory is conflictual because it is a memory of the "disasters of the short 20 th century." 63 In the second understanding, European memory is conflictual because it is the place of conflicts of interpretation. Claus leggewie and anne lang, prominent german-speaking contributors to the debate on European memory, explore both aspects, which distinguishes theirs from most other contributions that concentrate merely on the first dimension, and sometimes neglect conflict all together. 64 however, even though they employ conflict as an analytical core concept, the empirical findings are not used to reconceptualize European memory accordingly.
the heuristic use of plurality in contributions on European memory would nevertheless benefit from a more refined understanding of the conflict dimension of memory. leggewie and lang present conflict as something that is to be overcome 65 through an increased Europeanization of memory, a scenario that conforms to their own normative ideals.
66 Such a teleological approach risks 62. Moritz Csáky, Das Gedächtnis der Städte: Kulturelle Verflechtungen-Vienna und die urbanen Milieus in Zentraleuropa (vienna: Böhlau, 2010), 121 (our translation). Concentrating primarily on Central Europe, Csáky has also emphasized the need to transpose this property of memory to a wider European scale, "Die Mehrdeutigkeit von gedächtnis und Erinnerung," 22.
63. leggewie and lang, Der Kampf um die europäische Erinnerung, 9 (our translation). 64. Some of these other contributions endeavor to fill a European memory container. For instance, the recent Europäische Erinnerungsorte admit the existence of plurality on a conceptual level, but most empirical contributions fail to exploit this characteristic: Pim den Boer, heinz Duchhardt, georg Kreis, and Wolfgang Schmale, "Einleitung," in Duchhardt, Kreis, Schmale, and den Boer, eds., Europäische Erinnerungsorte 1, 7-12. Similarly, and with a more starkly pronounced normative impetus, Étienne François refers to the necessity of enforcing the project of a European society united by a shared memory of critical junctures, such as the Second World War, which can be fostered through common commemorative events: Étienne François, "Europäische lieux de mémoire," in denying the inherent polyphony of memory, where different voices constantly interact in multiple conflictual sites. though scholarship on European memory exposes the different voices that surround any lieux de mémoire, the existence of such different voices is perceived as an exception, signaling the incomplete Europeanization of memory. the research approach developed in this article suggests analyzing the manifold conflicts on European memory free from a teleological frame geared toward ending mnemonic conflicts. rather than searching for homogeneous European lieux de mémoire, an investigation of European memory may benefit from concentrating on actors and their strategies 67 that contributed to the emergence of European interpretations as well as their interaction with older patterns of interpretation.
68 this requires investigating an actor's struggle to establish the dominant interpretation by marking other interpretations as inappropriate, illegitimate, or simply wrong. 69 Building upon memory's entangled character, the following elements are to be taken into consideration: the social acceptance of the interpretation, the social appropriateness of the spokesperson's position, the control of resources, and the capacity for institutionalization.
although memory scholarship does expose plurality, attention to synchronic conflicts usually gets lost. this is particularly true when the homogenizing experience of the nation-state with its capacity to unite narratives is transposed on the supra-national level. the outstanding resources and the coercive power of political entities have only too often obscured the polyphony of memory conflicts. Publications on national lieux de mémoire as well as state-sponsored research agendas charged with Aufarbeitung of the past emphasize the strength and primordial role of political entities. 70 Such a relationship is to some degree duplicated at the European level with scholars investigating the existence of European memory, sometimes supported by EU funds. this unavoidably contributes to the shaping of their object of study. Since memory scholarship wishes to contribute to a better understanding of the complexity and contradictions within modern society and its dealings with the past, the scrutiny of different synchronic conflicts must be one of its core elements.
Constellations of Generations as Layers of Memory
Following upon the idea of memory's entangledness, the synchronic dimension of memory cannot be studied without taking into account its diachronic depth. therefore, the foregoing analysis of actors in time leads to the question of how to study them over time. here generations, understood as functional units of reception, interpretation, and transmission of experiences and memories, 71 provide a heuristic for differentiating group constellations. For an exploration of this potential, we will address the generational embeddedness of memory scholars in Western and Eastern Europe and their reactions to the processes of European integration after 1945 to demonstrate how debates on European memory are themselves influenced by generational dynamics.
although this embeddedness has not yet raised much attention, memory scholarship has nonetheless brought "generations" into play as a heuristic concept for studying temporal change and-though not explicitly-as an explanation for how the assmannian transition from "communicative" to "cultural" memory actually works in its continuity. 72 In particular, german scholars studying the third reich and holocaust memory, such as Ulrike Jureit, helmut König, and harald Welzer, have shown the ways in which contemporaries and descendants differ in their mnemonic patterns by projecting experiences and expectations on the mnemonic signifier. they have worked out how growing temporal distances lead to a successive historicization and increase the importance of mediation that no longer refers to "lived reality," but to appropriations as past. 73 however, the generational interplay on a political, social, and academic level, for example in memory laws, NgOs, or research projects, calls for further consideration of the possibility and limits of layering experiences.
European memory-building processes draw extensively on transmitted experiences of the holocaust and the Second World War. however, the academic literature tends not to go beyond studying the transmission and universalization of this negative founding myth or the ways in which societies come to terms with their pasts after experiences of dictatorship and totalitarianism. though generational constellations have been acknowledged as important for studying historical actors, their importance has not yet been applied to memory research itself. It would be illuminating to question the extent to which the broadening spatial frames in the investigation of founding myths of European memory are the effect of generational trends in memory studies themselves. a preliminary attempt to historicize memory research brings to the fore a symptomatic asynchrony between European integration as an institutional answer to the rupture of 1945 and the emergence of the second and third wave of memory studies. It is striking to observe that the response to an accelerating cooperation among the Western European states between the 1950s and 1980s initially consisted in a defensive national backlash, most clearly illustrated by Pierre Nora's lieux de mémoire. Nora, one of the very few actual contemporaries of the Second World War among memory scholars, was followed up by a more "European" generation. historians like Étienne François, hagen Schulze, or heinz Duchhardt, who by their research records and academic careers transcended national boundaries, took over the task of adapting Nora's project to other national frames. they soon became aware of the cross-referential dimension of their objects of study, which corresponded to their own biographical experiences. By this awareness these scholars contributed considerably to the Europeanization of memory studies, converging recently in the Europäische Erinnerungsorte that bring together Nora's paradigm of an inventory of memory and an implicitly Western-modeled framework of European integration. By including the turning point of 1989/91, Pim den Boer and his coeditors also partly incorporate the Central and Eastern European experience into this setting.
Meanwhile a new generation of memory scholars has been socialized both in permeable networks of European academic exchange and in institutions that directly result from European integration. their main interest, however, does not seem to consist any more in taking an inventory of European landscapes of memory.
74 Instead, they take the European either as a starting point for pluralizing its conceptual framework or for studying it as one spatial entity among others, thus aiming at analyzing acts of remembering on a global level. Furthermore, the eastward enlargement of the EU has transformed Europe as a category, provoking different reactions to the long-dominant Western paradigm in memory studies. 75 Most tellingly, this phase shift between European integration and its repercussions in memory studies takes place within the "window" of living generations, or, in other words, the "living link" 76 between actors who differ in their relation to the mnemonic signifier. generations carry and continue established forms of memory and become actors in new processes of institutionalization, leading to new mnemonic patterns. Studying generational constellations therefore permits situating historical experiences in time and also helps to mark academic trends as such. thus, the paradigm of European memory not only encompasses the three levels of temporality-past, present, and future-but also their shifting horizons of possibility that undergo a continuous historicization.
Memory-building and Academia
Unlike halbwachs's historicist understanding of history as a holistic entity that can be distinguished from memory, 77 we wish to stress that the historical analysis of interpretations produces interpretations on its own. Memory scholarship, therefore, becomes an integral part of the mnemonic practices in its own time and may considerably influence both present and future memory discourse. 78 Memory scholars face the contradictory expectations of disciplinary habits, academic conventions, and their social embeddedness. therefore, by imparting the results of academic research to a wider audience, mnemography narrows the "bundles of possibility" of future developments of memory. rather than claiming hermeneutic objectivity, or re-essentializing an idea of historical truth by a neopositivist approach to sources, 79 mnemography has to contextualize its theoretical premises and methodological tools in their historical and political contingency.
the interdependence of experience, memory, and mnemography calls for a threefold reflection that has been exemplarily demonstrated by Csáky. Starting from a deconstruction of current mnemonic patterns, which also involves academic discourse, this reflection, then, allows confronting them with the mnemonic patterns of previous actors. Finally, their reconstruction constitutes an academic contribution that is aware of its constructive character. 80 It becomes clear that, in principle, the rules of academic discourse permit researchers to take a detached view of dominant patterns of interpretation since the synchronic and diachronic interpretations that constitute the objects of study provide a heuristic tool of distantiation. accordingly, memory scholars call for a systematic contextualization of their own discursive interventions, for instance in contributing to historical committees, in counseling museums, or in distributing resources for research. Self-reflexivity does not aim to overcome the social embeddedness of memory scholars, but to integrate it into a methodological framework that may place memory studies beyond performative self-contradiction.
In Europäische Erinnerungsorte, Pim den Boer held a mirror up to the debate on European memory.
81 as a conceptual historian and memory scholar, he traces the crossings of the history of the concept "Europe" and the memory regime of the Western nation-state. the changing complementary and opposing functions of references to Europe within national memory-regimes elucidate the contingent nature of the particular role that invocations of Europe play in current debates on memory. Den Boer bluntly acknowledges that the furthering of a European political solidarity constitutes the contested horizon of expectation of such invocations. 82 Exemplifying the benefits of historical distantiation, this analysis also helps to sharpen the challenges of self-reflexivity. Den Boer is far from joining in the chorus of those who use constructivist epistemologies for the invention of a collective European memory. yet he also admits that the aim of such a historical investigation is to "recharge the concept of Europe with a retrospective dimension." at this very moment, the author's consciousness of the memory-building effects of academia turns into a debatable act of academic memory-building. though a historical analysis is also an act of remembering, its language of memory is characterized by the consciousness of its own rules. this self-reflexive consciousness leaves no ground from which these rules can be understood as superior to the rules of other languages of memory. From the perspective of mnemography, the insightful historical distantiation realizes self-reflexivity only insofar as it subscribes to a principle of self-restriction.
as long as conceptual approaches tend to reiterate the methodological implications of the halbwachs-Nora amalgam by applying it to other frameworks, the value of memory studies basically consists in new empirical findings within a shared episteme. this imminent danger of the memory paradigm, though, stands in contrast to its persistent appeal for public debate and academic donors.
as memory is not all-encompassing, memory studies can only explain what works within the logic of certain interpretations as past-and not factualities. taking this conditio sine qua non seriously, memory studies deal with diachronically contingent objects of research that are subject to a twofold historicization: both on the level of content and on the level of analysis.
these heuristics of entangled memory do not call for a new "mnemonic turn," but claim to shed new light on the relevance of the actors' own interpretations for the constitution of mnemonic patterns that frame the researchers' analytical instruments in order to go beyond a continuous inventory of lieux de mémoire.
Iv. CONClUSION the aim of this article is to confront the question "Whither memory studies?" by sketching a possible path for an enhanced dialogue between theoretical reflection and empirical operationalization. We introduced the notion of entangled memory to help memory studies navigate toward its promising third wave and move 81. den Boer, "Konzept Europa." 82. See also den Boer, Duchhardt, Kreis, and Schmale, "Einleitung," 8.
beyond the current bias toward homogeneity and tangibility. With this intention in mind, a specific understanding of memory has been put forward: We argued that the concept of memory refers to interpretations that, first, present experiences as past; second, attribute meaning to this "present past" through the analogical compliance with manifold rules and wider patterns of interpretation; and third, by virtue of that dependence on a social reference point, are to be understood as acts of remembering.
On this conceptual ground, we have elaborated the genuine entangledness of acts of remembering. In a synchronic perspective, memory's entangledness expresses itself in a twofold plurality. Every act of remembering inscribes an individual in plural social frames. this polyphony entails, furthermore, the simultaneous existence of concurrent interpretations of the past. In a diachronic perspective, memory's entangledness manifests itself in the dynamic relations between single acts of remembering and changing mnemonic patterns. Memory scholars, therefore, uncover boundless configurations of cross-referential and overlapping interpretations. We have suggested that this difficult terrain can best be tackled if the symbolic objectification of acts of remembering becomes the organizing device of study. this mnemonic signifier is the heuristic tool for inducing relations between various acts of remembering that are distant in time and space. the theoretical insights in memory's entangledness call for the analysis of empirical entanglements. though this article has not aimed at a rigid translation from theory into a universally applicable methodology, we wanted to take into account the challenge of operationalization. In this respect, four heuristics have been outlined that help to make use of an analysis of entanglements for a more pertinent understanding of memory: the access point to memory being the researchers' present, a focus on moments of conflicts, systematic attention to the role of generations, and, finally, the contextualization of memory scholarship in the mnemonic practices of its own time.
how, in the end, would a third wave of memory studies, informed by a concept of entanglement as outlined in this article, distinguish itself from previous waves? after extending its reach to additional national entities, the memory paradigm has witnessed, over the last ten years, an opening to non-national constellations. Nevertheless, this far-reaching expansion has drawn extensively on previous epistemological grounds. as a consequence, memory studies might have moved beyond the nation-state, but did not move beyond the latter's close linkage to questions of identity and legitimacy.
Mnemography approaches this novel constellation as an opportunity to confront new challenges and simultaneously bend backward to look at one's own scientific practice. the broadening spatial frames sharpen the attention for complexity and alterity, and invite scholars to think about heterogeneity not merely as a flaw, but as a constitutive feature of the ways in which processes of remembering form social bonds. Emphasizing memory studies' strength in interdisciplinary exchange, we have referred to concepts that have already proven valuable within recent debates in social and historical theory. the notion of entangled memory suggests a different answer to the continuous public demand for memory. this normative horizon of expectation points not only toward shifts in customary patterns of legitimacy, but has also imparted a lot of its vigor to the evolution of the memory paradigm. though the awareness of its rules acknowledges the constructive character of its own scientific practice, these rules continue to bind mnemography, which thereby suggest self-restriction. the premise of memory's entangledness presents itself as a hermeneutic corrective, resistant to both reifying essentializations and the quest for new holisms. aware of its own embeddedness, mnemography can exemplarily dispute those "present pasts" that come to serve as instances of legitimacy, but never ultimately seize such instances, as it is restricted to what memory is constituted of: contingent interpretations of actors.
In this perspective, the new directions of the third wave of memory studies reach beyond the field itself, reflecting broader processes of change and the most crucial debates in the humanities. Entangled memory might serve as a tool to take up this challenge and contribute to an increased dialogue between disciplines. 
